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Introduction to Scorecard

The Scorecard is an attempt to look at various community indicators, direct
and indirect measures of quality of life, for African American Austinites.
The indicators include the data themes of:

1. Family Income

2. Educational Attainment
3. Home Ownership
4. Poverty

5. Unemployment

6. Business Ownership
7. Ethnicity Shares

8. Housing Patterns

9. Incarceration Rates

10.Social and Cultural Infrastructure

Each indicator is examined for ethnic groups in Austin, and then a
comparison is made with other cities, the state of Texas and the nation. The
rank order of indicators for observations is determined and the discrepancy
between values of African Americans and the community as a whole is

calculated. These discrepancies are then compared within the selection set
_ and ranked.

Cities in the United States that have populations within 250,000 of Austin’s
year 2000 population are members of the comparison set, as are all large
cities in Texas, the States of Texas itself, and the nation,

- ———————



African American Community Scorecard

An Analysls of Quality of Life Indicators for Austin's African American Community
Data Thame figures are compared and benchmarked against the state of Texas, the nation, and
undd & sclected et of peer and near-peer clties.
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Family Income African American families in 9th  |The disparityin Austin between MFI for -E-
Austin have one of the higher African American families and the Cliy's
Median Family Ilncomes (MFT) in overall M1 is significant, ranking 7th
the nation when compared to deepest out ofthe selocted set. African
African American families in American MF] is 66.0% ofoverall MFI
other places, and half that of Anglo MFL

Educational Attainment] Fuliy19% of Atrican American | §th | Although adult Austin African Americans TR
individuals aged 25 and olde In have one of the countrys highest rutes of
Austin hold a Bachelors degree or aducational attainment, the disparity
sorne degree higher—cne the betweoen their rate snd the City's overall
highent rates of educational mte in large, a difference driven at loast
attainment in the country. partially by the City's high rateof 40.4%.

Home Ownership Austin has historially had oneof While there are differences between racial 22o0d
the lowest rates of home and ethnic groups in Austin in tems of
ownership in thecountry and so home ownership, the disparities are not
its no surpriscthat African deep. For example, the overal] rate ia
American Austinites own homes 44.9% for the City while the rate for
at a relatively Jower rate too. African American houscholds Is 37.3%.

Poverty African Americans in Austin base]  6th  {The Citys overall poverty rate from Census] ~~ 25th
one of the lowest poverty rates in 2000 is 14.4%, and theAfrican American
the nation when compared to rates rate ia 19.5%, a shallowlevel of disparity
for African Americans in other when compared to the depth of poverty
places. Austin has the6th lowest digparitics in otha places. Austin’
rate in the set. disparity ranks 25th in theselected set.

Usemployment African Americans bave oncof | 300 [The difference between Austin'y overal! 19th
the lowest rates of unemployment rate of unemployment and the rate for
among African American African American Austinites ls not large
gommunities in the country, when compared to the situation in othe
ranking 2nd lowest in the selected communities, ranking 19th in theselected
st of comparative observations. et

Business Ownership Austin has & lowievel of Aftican Although theshare of African American | 20th
American business ownership business ownership in Austin is not large
when compared to other urben the discrepancy between the ownership ratet
regions. Austin ranks 20th in the and the population sharcis not decp when
set with 2.5% ofbusinenses being ranked against othe figures from the study
owned by African Americans. set.

Ethnicity Shares One of the most important aspects| 2289 fwhile the African American share of total B2
1o the analysis of Austiny African population has ben descending, shares of
American community s this: the total fbr Latinos and Asians have been
share of total populstion has ben skyrocketing. The Latino share jurmped
declining fir 40 years and is now from 23% in 1990 to almoat 35% today
around 9%%. the Asian share has doubled, now at 6%.

Housing Patterns Scgregation based on moc is st an| 20 0T+ | Housing scgregation basal on race has _
alltime low in Austin, especially | Parstive |dropped steeply over the past 30 years in | B0 com-parative
true for African Americans s daa | Austin. Economic gains tbr African data
Latinos are exhibiting both American houscholds and a dramatically
clustered and dispersed houschold improved equal rights environment have
creation pattans. led to huge increnses in locational choices.

Incarceration Rates Incarceration rates In Travia African American individuals in Travis
County by race and ethnicity County sccount br almost 32% ofthe
reveal o deep mismatch between - Countys inmate population-while the
the shares of population as a share of wtal county populstion br African|
whole and for those behind bers. Americans is only9.0%. The Hispenic
But this is not uniqueto Austin. shares are almost even.

Social and Caltural Strong anecdotal evidence, with It is difficult to gather hard data on the

Infrastructure data fom an informal survey say scope and extent of something as dynamic
that Austin does not have a viable Bl as & social scone, but it seems logical to
"African American social scene” assume that in a dty like Austin, & large
for working-class and middle- gulf exista between the accessibilityof
class singles and couples. social scenes for various ethnic groups.
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Data Theme: Family Income

According to Census 2000 data,
African American families in Austin
have one of the higher Median Family
Income (MF]I) figures in the nation,
when compared to other African-
American families, ranking 9th in the
set of peer cities. Please see Table 1.
However, the disparity between
African American MFI and overall
MFI in Austin is significant, ranking
7th deepest in the set.

Graph 1 shows the distribution of
family incomes by income category,
for all families in the City of Austin
as a whole and for African American
families. Just under 26% of City
families have a MFI of less than
$25,000 whereas more than 20% of
African American families do.

At the other end of the continuum,
just under 10% of African American
families earn more than $100,000
annually while almost 22% of families
across the City as a whole have a MFI
greater than $100,000.

Graph 2 shows MFI figures, from
Census 2000, for the City as a whole
and for various ethnicities. Clearly,
there are large differences in family

incomes between demographic groups.

The MFI figure for Anglo families in
Austin is almost twice that of African-
American families.
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Data Theme: Educational Attainment

According to Census 2000 data, 19%
of African American individuals age 25
and older in Austin have a Bachelors
degree or some degree higher, one of the
highest rates of educational attainment
in the country, ranking 6th

among a selected set of peer cities.
Please see Table 2 on the next page for
the full range of educational attainment
data for cities, the state of Texas and
the nation.

The high-tech peer cities of San Jose,
Seattle and Raleigh have rates of African
American educational attainment, slightly
higher than that of Austin--while the
large Texas cities of Dallas, Houston

and San Antonio all have rates that lag
behind Austin's.

The City of Austin as a whole ranks 4th
in the selected set with 40.4% of adults
having at least a Bachelors degree.

Graph 4 shows educational attainment
rates by ethnicity for the City of Austin,
from Census 2000. Of Asians 25 years
and older in Austin, 67% have at least a
Bachelors degree.---the highest level

of Asian educational attainment in the
nation. Graph 2 also illustrates the
magnitude of the disparity in educational
attainment rates between races and
ethnic groups in Austin. Hispanics
have the lowest level of attainment in
which only 15.5% of Latino adults in
Austin have at least a Bachelors degree.
Anglos fall beneath Asians with a

rate of 52.4% for at least a Bachelors.

Graph 3
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Data Theme: Home Ownership

The City of Austin has historically had
one of the country's lowest levels of
home ownership, rising to almost 45%
in 2000 from 40% in 1990. The City's
large college-involved population is one
obvious factor in keeping Austin's rate of
ownership low. Therefore, it's no real
surprise that the home ownership level
of African Americans in Austin is also
one of the lowest rates among other
communities in other cities, please

see Graph 5.

Interestingly, rates of African American
ownership in Austin are similar to those
in the high-tech peer cities of Portland,
Raleigh and Seattle.

Graph 6 shows rates of home ownership
for the City of Austin by race and ethnic
group, from Census 2000. There are
disparities among ethnic groups, but
less variance is found in home
ownership rates than in family income
or educational attainment levels. Asians,
for example, in Austin have a home
ownership rate of 30.2%, meaning that
of all Asian households in Austin, only
30.2% of them are owner occupied
while the remaining almost 70% are
renter occupied. Hispanics and African-
American households in Austin have
similar rates of home ownership in
which over a third of all households are
owner occupied. Anglos have the
highest rate of home ownership with
just more than half of all households
being owner occupied, and yet Austin
Anglos have the second lowest rate
among the selected set of observations.

Graph §
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Data Theme: Poverty

African Americans in Austin have one of
the lowest poverty rates in the nation
when compared to other rates.

Please see Table 4 for the full listing of
overall poverty rates and rates by

ethnic group. African Americans here
have the 6th lowest poverty rate in the
set of observations. The City of Austin
as & whole ranks 13th lowest in the set.

Graph 8 shows poverty rates by
ethnicity for the City of Austin, from
Census 2000. Anglos have a significantly
lower poverty rate than other racial and
ethnic groups and yet the discrepancy
between the African American rate and
the City's overall rate is shallow when
compared to the same discrepancy
found in other cities, the state of Texas
and the country as a whole. Table 4
shows the ranking of this discrepancy
as being 13th deepest out of the 31
observations in the selected set.

Poverty thresholds are determined by
two factors: household income and
household size. As household size
increases, so too must income to keep

a household above the poverty line. The
Census Bureau measures poverty for

all cities in the country using the same
metric.
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Data Theme: Unemployment

African Americans in Austin have one
of the lowest rates of unemployment in
the nation, ranking 2nd in the selected
set of comparative observations,
according to Census 2000. The City of
Austin as a whole also ranked 2nd in
the set based on Census 2000 data.
Certainly, unemployment rates in Austin
have increased significantly during the
five years since the last decennial census
was taken, but current comparative data
for other cities are not complete.

Austin's economic slump, which began
in early 2001 and is just now beginning
to recede in earnest, more than likely

affected the City's overall ranking in termg

of unemployment.

Unemployment rates measure the size

of an active workforce that is looking

for work but cannot find it. Economists
point out that many individuals who have
dropped out of the workforce entirely

are not taken into account when
unemployment rates are calculated.

Graph 9
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Data Theme: Business Ownership

Graph 11 shows the ranking of urban areas, the state and the nation, based on the share of African American
owned businesses out of all businesses. Urban areas are represented by Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs).
The Memphis MSA has the highest share of these businesses into country, at 15.6%, followed closely

by Washington DC and Atlanta, with shares of 12.3% and 10.6%, respectively. At the low end of the ranking
are Corpus Christi, El Paso and Phoenix, all with shares hovering near 1.0%. It is important to note that these
urban areas have very small African American population shares. The Austin MSA ranks 20th in the set with
an African American business share of 2.5%. Please see Table 6 on the following page for a complete listing.
Graph 12 shows the ranking of the selected set of observations based on the discrepancy between an

area's share of African American owned businesses and the share of total population. Interestingly, the areas
that rank high on the list of business share also rank high on the list of discrepancy. In other words,

places that have high levels of African American business ownership have large underlying African American

as well.

Gragh 11
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Data Theme: Ethnicity Shares

Table 7 on the following page details
the ethnicity breakouts of each city in
the selected set, the state of Texas and
the nation. One of the most important
attributes of Austin's African American
population is its smallness. The share
of total population in Austin is less

than 10% and has been hovering near the
12% mark for several decades. This
stability in share of total over time

is in stark contrast to the

surging share of total population for
Austin's Latino and Asian communities.
While the African American share has
been flat for thirty years, the Latino
share has skyrocketed from 15% in '70,
to about 35% today. And some
computer models predict that the Asian
share will exceed the African American
share in Austin by 2020. While the
absolute number of African Americans
in Austin has been increasing, the share
of total has been slowly decreasing and
will probably continue its descent for the
foreseeable future.

Graph 13 shows the rank order of
observations in the selected set, in which
Austin has the 22nd smallest African-
American share of total population.

As a general rule, and there are
exceptions, cities with larger African-
American population shares have
smaller disparities between groups and
the overalt population in terms of family
income, educational attainment and
other socio-economic factors.

Graph 13
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Data Theme: Housing Patterns

Thirty-five years ago, eight out of ten African American individuals who lived in Travis County were also
residents of East Austin. Today, that figure stands somewhere between three and two out of ten. Graph 15
shows just how precipitously residential segregation for African Americans has decreased over the past several
decades. An examination of Census 2000 and 1990 Census data reveals a fundamental change in the
demographic character of East Austin. During the 1990s, middle-class African Americans left East Austin

for the suburbs, places like Pflugerville and Round Rock. This diaspora, according to many African American
community leaders, has continued throughout the first half of this decade, with Manor and Cedar Park joining
the list of suburban communities seeing a surge of newly arrived households. East Austin itself is

undergoing profound demographic change as it evolves from being an African American community to one
that is predominantly Hispanic and increasingly Anglo.

It is one thing to document and describe the spatial trajectory of African American flight over the past 15 years,
but it an enormously more difficult task to understand and articulate the underlying reasons that motivate
families to leave the City and the neighborhoods of their youth. Demographically speaking, migrating
households are often driven by a complex set of "push” and "pull" factors. In the case of African Americans
leaving East Austin, the "push” factors including long-standing issues with educational parity across the school
district; while "pull" factors certainly include the housing values and newer, amenity rich neighborhoods

found in the suburbs,

h1s Graph 16
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Data Theme: Incarceration Rates

The Travis County Sheriff's Office
provided the incarceration data series
shown in Graph 16. The incarceration
figures are compared to Census 2000
ethnicity shares for Travis County.

The disparity between the shares of
African Americans behind bars

and the overall population is striking.
African Americans make-up almost 32%
of the county’s inmate population and
yet comprise only 9% of the county's
total population.

The disparity between the Anglo inmate
share and the share of total population
is reversed where Anglos are under-
represented in the county's correctional
facilities.

Interestingly, Travis County Latinos
have almost identical shares of their
population being incarcerated and living
in the population at-large. This similarity
of shares is somewhat artificial in that
the overall Latino population is under-
counted whereas the inmate Hispanic
population is not.

Graph 17 shows comparative shares

of inmates and the general population
by race and ethnicity for the state of
Texas. African Americans are more
disproportionately represented in the
state's incarcerated population that they
are in Travis County.

Graph 17
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Data Theme: Social and Cultural Infrastructure

This graph shows results from an
informal survey conducted during early
2005. The survey is not scientific and

Graph 19 Survey Question: Why Aren't Young, African-
Amcrican Professionals Attracted to Austin?

undoubtedly suffers from selection bias
and small sample size. However, there

70.0%
are threads of consistency that become *

65.0%

apparent when questions concerning

what it means to be African American 60.0%

in Austin these days come up. Survey
respondents were African American 50.0% 1

Austinites with experience and 4
knowledge of the issues involved. 40.0%+

For a variety of reasons, Austin is 30.0%

currently not viewed as a place that the
African American professional class
wants to be.

20.0%

One main reason for this, mentioned :
again and again, seems to be Austin's 10.0%-
lack of a viable African American social '
scene. Many respondents spoke of a 0.0% < . . 1
much larger and cohesive professional No Soclal Scene Critical Mass Reputation
social scene in Houston, for example,

and that the arts and dozens of music venues were a big part of that "critical mass of cultural infrastructure.”




Table 1: Median Family Incomes

Census 2000 Data
Median

Overall Median  African Median Median

Median Anglo American Hispanic = Asian AAFlasa

Family . Family  Family Family Family Percentof Discrepancy
Geographic Entity Income Rank  Income Income Rank Income Income Overall MFI Rank |
Atlanta $37231 28 8107240 $26,036 29 $32,948 $37,399 69.9% 13
Austin | $54,001 6 $69,989 $35685 9 $36,408 $60,908 66.0% 7
Baltimore $35438 29 $49.605 $30,190 25 $34,683 $40,813 85.2% 28
Charlotte $56,517 5 $72,686 $37,644 5 $35,425 $57,900 66.6% 9
Columbus | $47391 15 $53,041 $33206 19  $36250 $52,252 70.1% 14
Corpus Christi $41,672 21 $55,111 $25,844 30 $32,396 856,169 62.0% 4
Dallas  $40,921 23 $71,494 $30,199 24 $30,721 $51,401 73.8% 20
Denver | 348,195 14 $62,872 837542 6 $34,316 $42,463 77.9% 25
Detroit $33,853 11 $37,407 §33,438 16 $31,982 $42,219 98.8% 30
El Paso | $35432 30 $56,690 $43,129 2 $20,791 $45.833 121.7% k)
Fort Worth l $42939 19 $56,465 §310,346 23 $32,833  $53,729 70.7% 15
Houston i $40,443 24 $71,268 $31,007 22 $29,584 $45454 76.7% 24
Indianapolis $48,755 11 $54,259 %34 536 10 $36,508 $52,966 70.8% 16
Jacksonville | $47,243 16 $52,966 $33,640 14 $42,170 $55,421 71.2% 17
Las Vegas ] $50465 8 = $56,865 $34339 12 $37,362 $51,128 68.0% 11
Memphis 337,767 27 $54,948 $29,874 26 $34,115 346,262 79.1% 26
Milwaukee $37,879 26 $45,635 825,728 31 $30,403 $39,463 67.9% 10
Minneapolis | $48,602 12 $60,264 $27,529 28 $31,158 $35,684 56.6% 2
Nashville E $48448 13 $55,206 $33,615 15 $30,789 $47,423 69.4% 12
Phoenix $46,467 17 $57,204 $34,493 11 $30,260 $52,866 74.2% 21
Portland | 350,271 9 $53,302 $32,097 20 $33,038 $49,601 63.8% 5
Raleigh $60,003 4 $74,886 $§37,113 7 $30,973 §56,750 61.9% 3
Richmond f $38,348 25 $63,589 $28,536 27 $26,142 $32,426 74.4% 22
Sacramento $42,051 20 $52,022 $31,942 21 $34,808 $42,653 76.0% 23
San Antonio i $41,331 22 $59,220 $33,675 13 $32,544 $46,470 81.5% 27
San Diego §  $53,060 7 367,045 $38,661 4 $30,728 $55,964 72.9% 19
San Francisco 863,545 2 $89,316 $35943 8 $46,809 856,679 56.6% 1
San Jose l $74813 1 $87,486 363,866 1 $52,817 $80,312 85.4% 29
Seattle 3 $62,195 3 $70,738 $40,553 3 $39,211 $48,184 65.2% 6
Texas B $45,861 18 $57,194 $33,276 17 $30,840 $57,103 72.6% 18
United States i $50,046 10 $54,698 $33,255 18 $34,397 $59,324 66.4% 8

SOURCE: US Census Bureau, Census 2000, SF3 Data set, Table P76.



Table 2: Educational Attainment

Census 2000 Data Share of
Share of Total Share of AngloAfrican American Disparity: Share of Hispanic Share of Asian
Population Population Population Point Population Population
25 & Up with 25& Upwith 25 & Up with Difference 25 & Up with 25 & Up with
Bachelors Bachelors Bachelors in Share Bachelors Bachelors
Geographic Entity andMore Rank  and More and More Rank and Total Rank and More and More

L e d e m [N e

34.6% 8 67.9% 127% 24 21.9 4 20.8% 54.0%

Atlanta

Austin 40.4% 4 52.4% 19.0% 6 214 5 15.5% - 67.0%
Baltimore 19.1% 27 329% 10.0% 30 9.1 22 24.6% 52.3%
Charlotte 36.4% (1 47.2% 18.9% 7 17.6 9 13.0% 39.6%
Columbus 29.0% 14 12.6% 14,3% 16 14.7 12 19.3% 59.2%
Corpus Christi 19.6% 6 29.9% 14.0% 18 56 27 10.0% 44.1%
Dallas 27.1% 15 41.5% 13.5% 21 14.1 - 13 6.5% 50.5%
Denver 34.5% 9 47.8% 17.8% 9 16.7 11 7.8% 40.7%
Detroit 11.0% 31 15.2% 10.1% 29 0.9 30 5.8% 44.8%
El Paso 18.3% 28 36.1% 21.7% ]l -34 31 12.0% 42.7%
Fort Worth 22.3% 22 32.4% 11.4% 26 10.9 16 6.7% 36.3%
Houston 27.0% 16 46.0% 15.9% 11 11.0 15 1.9% 47 4%
Indianapolis 25.4% 17 29.1% 13.3% 22 12.1 14 - 13.9% 57.8%
Jacksonville 21% 24 23.6% 132% 23 7.9 23 21.9% 34.7%
Las Vegas 18.2% 30 21.6% 12.5% 25 5.7 26 6.1% 30.2%
Memphis 20.9% 25 33.2% 11.3% 27 9.6 20 12.6% 49.5%
Milwaukee 18.3% 29 24.8% 9.1% 3 9.3 21 8.0% 32.59%
Minneapolis 374% 5 45.3% 140% 19 23.4 3 13.3% 32.2%
Nashville 29.7% 12 33.2% 20.1% 4 9.6 19 14.3% 49.9%
Phoenix 22.7% 2] 29.4% 15.2% 15 1.5 25 6.1% 42.1%
Portland 32.6% 10 35.9% 15.3% 14 174 10 14.5% 26.7%
Ralcigh 44.9% 3l 54.9% 24.2% 2 20.6 6 13.6% 60.7%
Richmond 29.5% 13 51.4% 11.2% 28 18.3 8 20.3% 49.8%
Sacramento 231.9% 19 31.9% 13.6% 20 10.3 17 10.3% 25.6%
San Antonio 21.6% 23 37.0% 17.0% 10 4.7 28 10.5% 41.4%
San Diego 35.0% 7 45.1% 15.7% 12 19.3 7 11.9% 18.4%
San Francisco 45.0% 2 63.2% 18.1% 8 268 2 20.3% 31.8%
San Jose 31.6% 11 39.2% 28.0% ] 36 29 8.9% 40.7%
Seattle 471.2% 1 53.8% 20.1% 5 27.1 | 26.1% 37.0%
Texas 23.2% 20 30.0% 15.3% 13 19 24 8.9% 47.8%
United States 24.4% 18 21.0% 14,3% 17 10.1 18 10.4% 44.1%

SOURCE: US Census Bureau, Census 2000, SF3 Data set, Table P37.



Table 3: Home Ownership

Census 2000 Data
Disparity:

Overall Anglo  African American Point Hispanic Agsian
Owner Ovwmer Ovwmer Difference in Owner Owner
Occupancy Cecupancy Occupancy  Af. Am. Rateand  Occupancy Occupancy
Geographic Entity Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Total Rank Rate Rate
Atlanta 437% 29 54.6% 25 NT% 3 6.0 27 21.2% 2).3%
Austin 449% 28 204% M0 373% 24 7.6 22 36.3% 30.2%
Baltimore 50.3% 20 614% 14 445% 9 58 28 34.5% 29.8%
Charlotte 575% 11 684% 6 422% 14 153 9 21.8% 53.3%
Columbus 45.1% 23 541% 27 39.8% 18 9.3 20 26.4% 28.9%
Corpus Christi 596% 7 655% 10 44.5% 11 152 10 55.5% 55.7%
Dallas 432% 30 529% 28 362% 26 7.0 24 34.0% 27.2%
Denver 525% 17 572% 21 453% 8 7.2 23 45.4% 36.2%
Detroit 549% 15 67.1% 8 534% 1 1.4 31 4.1% 43.6%
El Paso 6l4% S 686% & 473% 5 14.1 ] 59.7% 47.7%
Fort Worth 559% 12 61.1% 15 47.7% 4 8.3 21 51.7% 48.1%
Houston 458% 26 57.5% 20 394% 19 6.4 25 35.7% 40.9%
Indianapolis 58.7% 9 65.0% 11 44.5% 10 14.2 14 27.0% 42.4%
Jacksonville 63.2% 3 702% 3 482% 3 15.0 12 48.4% 63.3%
Las Vegas 591% 8 65.5% 9 38.0% 20 21.1. 1 46.6% 62.4%
Memphis 559% 13 64.9% 12 50.9% 2 5.0 30 243% 36.8%
Milwaukee 453% 27 55.0% 24 32.7% 29 12.6 18 32.5% 39.4%
Minneapolis 514% 19 58.7% 19 32.1% 30 19.3 4 26.6% 358%
Nashville 545% 16 61.0% 16 41.4% 15 13.2 16 24.9% 41.1%
Phoenix 60.7% 6 67.5% 7 412% 16 19.5 3 47.8% $9.0%
Portland 558% 14 59.0% 18 I17% 22 18.1 6 30.5% 55.7%
Raleigh 51.6% 18 60.2% 17 36.5% 25 15.1 1t 19.4% 38.7%
Richmond 46.1% 25 55.2% 23 398% 17 6.3 26 24 5% 26.7%
Sacramento 501% 21 543% 26 1.71% 2 123 19 45.6% 54.9%
San Antonio 58.1% 10 63.5% 13 7% 12 14.4 13 56.4% 52.1%
San Diego 49.5% 22 558% 22 336% 28 15.9 8 35.2% 51.8%
San Francisco 35.0% 31 329% 31 29.7% 31 5.3 29 27.3% 46.2%
San Jose 618% 4 699% 4 436% 13 18.2 5 47.3% 63.0%
Seattle 484% 24 519% 29 158% 27 12.6 17 24.7% 46.6%
Texas 63.8% 2 70.8% 2 465% 6 17.3 7 56.1% 52.7%
United States 66.2% 1 724% | 46.3% 7 19.9 2 45. 7% 53.2%

SOURCE: US Census Bureau, Census 2000, SF1 Data set, Table H14.



Table 4: Poverty

Census 2000 Data
Overall Overall Discrepancy Overall Qverall
Overall ~ Anglo African American Between Af. Am, Hispanic Asian
Poverty Poverty Poverty Rate and Discrepancy  Poverty Poverty
Geographic Entity Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank OverallRate Rank Rate Rate
Atlanta 244% 30 15% 9 33.0% 30 8.6 13 24.5% 20.1%
Austin : 144% 13 9.2% 24 19.5% 6 51 15 20.9% 19.8%
Baltimore 229% 29 13.3% 30 213% 26 4.4 28 21.7% 30.3%
Charlotte 106% 2 52% 2 17.1% 3 64 19 24,0% - 6.8%
Columbus 148% 15 108% 28 234% 13 B.6 14 18.7% 18.7%
Corpus Christi 176 21 9.0% 22 33% 28 13.7 3 229% 6.3%
Dallas ' | 8% 22 66% 3 241% 17 6.3 20 243%  139%
Denver 143% 12 78% 14 19.4% 5 5.1 26 22.5% 17.1%
Detroit 26.1% 31 222% 3 264% 23 03 30 27.8% 26.2%
El Paso 22.2% 28 75% 1 16.1% 2 6.2 3i 26.2% 12.1%
Fort Worth 159% 18 80% 18 253% 21 9.4 11 21.9% 13.8%
Houston ‘ 192% 23 7.0% 5 253% 20 6.1 22 25.6% 15.7%
Indianapolis 119% & 79% 16 20.7% 8 8.9 12 20.1% 12.6%
Jacksonville 122% 8 75% 16 223% 10 10.1 10 14.0% 8.1%
Las Vegas 119% 7 71.3% 7 237% 15 11.8 7 18.7% 8.9%
Memphis 206% 25 8.5% 21 27.1% 24 6.5 18 22.7% 17.2%
Milwaukee 213% 26 95% 25 333% 31 12.0 6 28.4% 22.4%
Minneapolis 169% 19 90% 23 3% 29 148 1 24.5% 31.9%
Nashville 133% i 7.9% 15 23.5% 14 10.2 9 25.9% 14.5%
Phoenix 158% 17 7.5% 8 24.1% 16 83 15 28.1% 12.1%
Portland 13.1% 10 106% 26 259% 22 12.8 4 24.1% 13.2%
Raleigh 11.5% 4 7.0% 4 17.1% 4 5.6 24 26.7% 10.9%
Richmond : 214% 27 106% 27 176% 27 6.3 21 30.5% 30.0%
Sacramento 200% 24 13.1% 29 27.1% 25 7.1 17 23.1% 24.9%
San Antonio 17.3% 20 71% 6 21.7% 9 4.5 27 22.4% 11.4%
San Diego 146% 14 8.0% 17 20.5% 7 59 23 26.1% 13.1%
San Francisco t113% 13 17% 12 251% 19 13.7 2 15.6% 10.7%
San Jose 8.8% 1 4.5% 1 10.4% | 1.6 29 14.2% 8.4%
Seattle . 118% 5 82% 20 230% 11 11.2 8 21.6% 16.2%
Texas 154% 16 78% 13 234% 12 8.0 16 25.4% 11.9%
United States . 124% 9 81% 19 249% 18 12.5 5 22.6% 12.6%

SOURCE: US Census Bureau, Census 2000, SF3 Data set, Table P87



Table 5: Unemployment

Economic Census, 2002 Data

Overall Anglo African-American Discrepancy Hispanic Asian
Unemployment Unemployment Unemployment (Af. Am. - Overall) Unemployment Unemployment
Geographic Entity

Rate Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank Point Diff, Rank Rate Rate

140% 3t 9.9% 31 168% 31 28 27 10.3% 32.1%

Atlanta

Austin 4.4% 1 31% 2 1.9% 1 as 19 5.8% 4.4%
Baltimore 10.7% 29 . 5.1% 25 142% 27 a3 20 10.0% 5.6%
Charlotte 5.5% 9 5% 6 9.0% 8 s 22 7.1% 4.5%
Columbus 4.9% 4 1.6% ) 9.0% 9 4.2 16 £3% 4.1%
Corpus Christi 1.3% 22 4.8% 23 13.4% 24 6.0 6 9.0% 5.1%
Dallas 6.7% 20 1.3% 5 11.6% 19 5.0 9 T.1% 31.4%
Denver 5.7 12 4.0% 15 9.0% 7 3.3 24 8.3% 1.8%
Detroit 13.8% 30 9.0% 30 147% 2% 0.9 31 13.2% 7.1%
El Paso 9.2% 27 53% 26 10.8% 15 1.7 29 10.3% 52%
Fort Worth 6.0% 15 1.6% 8 10.8% 14 438 12 71.5% 4.2%
Houston 7.6% 23 4.2% 20 11.5% 17 39 17 9.0% 3%
Indianapolis 5.5% 10 4.0% 16 10.3% 12 4.3 13 6.4% 2.3%
Jacksonville 51% I 10 83% 4 32 25 6.4% 5.0%
Las Vegas 7.0% 21 5.5% 27 13.7% 26 6.7 5 9.0% 6.0%
Memphis 86% 26 4.1% 19 11.9% 20 33 23 1.4% 2.5%
Milwaukee 94% 28 49% 24 16.6% 30 1.2 3 11.9% 9.4%
Minneapolis 58% 14 3% 9 143% 28 8.5 1 ' 1.1% 7.3%
Nashville 53% 8 3% 14 B8% 3 3.5 21 7.1% 571%
Phoenix 5.6% 11 1.9% 12 11.0% 16 54 8 8.6% 4.4%
Portland 6.5% 19 58% 29 13.6% 25 7.1 4 8.6% 6.1%
Raleigh 53% 7 3.8% 11 8.2% 3 3.0 26 8.2% 4.3%
Richmond 8.0% 25 ¥ 4 12.2% 22 42 15 8.9% 10.2%
Sacramento 79% 24 55 28 128% 23 49 11 ¢.8% 7.6%
San Antonio 6.2% 18 3.9% 13 8.8% 6 2.6 28 1.5% ™%
San Diego 6.1% 17 4.6% 22 9.8% 10 3.7 18 9.0% 5.6%
San Francisco 46% 13 3% 3 121% 21 1.5 2 1.2% 43%
San Jose 4.3% 1 2.9% 1 5.9% 1 1.6 30 6.4% 319%
Seattle 5.1% ] 4.1% 18 10.1% 11 49 10 1.2% 6.1%
Texas 6.1% 16 4.1% 17 10.5% 13 44 14 8.7% 4.5%
United States 58% 13 4.3% 21 11.6% 18 58 7 9.3% 5.1%

SOURCE: US Census Burcau, Census 2000, SF1 Data set, Table P34,



Table 6: Business Ownership, MSA» Discrepancy Discreparcy

Econnmic Cenyus. 2002 Duta Between Af. Am. Rank of Between Latino

Total African-American African-American  Owned Busineasct Hispanic  Hispanic = Hispanic Owned Bus.

African-America Owned Rank of Share Share snd Owned  Owned Share  Share snd
Total Owned Share of Share of of Total Share of Total Rank of Share of  Share of of Total Share of Total Rank of
Geographic Entity Businesses Businessea Total Total  Populstion Rank Population Discrepancy Totl Total Populstion  Population Discrepancy
Atlanta 327,083 34592 10.6% k] 8B™% ) 181 3 2.6% 18 6.3% 39 20
Austin 99,563 2517 15% 0w T.1™% 20 51 0 11.2% T 26.2% 13.0 L}
Baltimore 182,549 16,712 9.2% - % 4 8.1 4 1.6% 13 2.0% 04 1
Charlotte 109,302 7019 8.4% | W04% 9 119 7 1.3% 27 1% 39 21
Columbus 117,59% 4,95% 4.2% 14 13.3% 18 9.1 13 0. 32 1.8% Ll 30
Corpus Christi 712 188 0.7 n % 0 31 26 31.6% 1 % 230 2
Dallas 288,728 14,021 4.9% [} 149 13 10.0 12 8.5% 9 23.0% 14.5 10
Denver 196,822 3,664 1.9% n 5 M 35 25 5.1% 16 18.3% 12.7 1
Detroit 239,080 17,692 6.1% 9 2% 4 16.7 5 1.5% 24 9% 14 19
El Paso 31,597 350 0.9% 1 27% 30 1.8 30 59% 1 2% 243 1
Fort Worth 126,717 3409 1.7% 19 110% 18 B3 16 6.0% 13 18.2% 122 13
Houston 326,513 14,286 T.4% 7 172% 10 98 n 12.8% .1 29.9% 171 5
lndinnapolil 117,638 5416 4.6% ] 138% 14 92 14 0.8% k]| 1™ L9 16
Jacksomville 71,755 3,524 4% 10 4% 1 16.5 L] 14% 19 3% 14 23
Las Vegas 90,402 1354 2.8% 18 T8 19 50 21 53% 15 20.6% 151 ?
Me‘mphis 70,282 10931 15.6% ] 4% | 7 1 0.8% kUi} 24% [ K] 27
Milwaukee l 97,581 1872 40% 15 155% 12 (1} io 13% 26 5.3% 0 18
Minneapolis 249,599 3,740 1.3% 27 5% 23 37 pal 0.9% 29 I 24 M
Nashville 108,160 8,242 4.3% 12 15.8% 11 10.7 1l 0% 28 3% 2) 25
Phoenix 212,077 2,507 1.2% 10 8% 29 13 s 1.3% 12 2%.1% 7.9 4
Portland 159,969 1,919 1.2% 9 28% N 14 k7] 19% 22 T4% 6 17
Raleigh 92,403 8435 9.2% [ 225% 7 114 L) 14% 25 6.1% 4.7 19
Richmond 63,740 6,468 9.3% 4 9% 2 20.1 2 2.2% 20 2.3% 0.1 32
Sacramento 114,812 2,028 1.8% 25 T4% 1 5.6 19 1.9% 10 14.4% [ %] 156
San Antonio 104,658 1,100 2.0% 2 64% N a4 2 113% 2 512% 180 3
San Diega F 211,799 1978 L% H 5% 1) 16 4 13.1% -] 6. 114 12
San Francisco 197461 4423 2.2% 21 2% 26 29 F4) 1.5% 11 16.8% 94 14
San Jose 133,489 1,663 1.2% 18 26% 31 14 al 2% [ ] 24.00% 142 9
Seattle 211,285 3428 L6% 26 43% 27 17 28 2.1% 11 1.1% 31 23
Texas 1,525.972 60,427 0% 16 113% 17 T4 (LR L | 20% 162 6
United States 10,821,935 £23,499 4.0% 17 121% 18 8.1 17 3.8% 14 12.3% 63 15
Washington DC 394,376 43,709 12.3% 2 5% 3 134 9 4.9% 17 3.0% 3y 22

SOURCE: US Census Buresu, Cenaus 2000, SF1 Data set, Table P4 and Ecanomic Census, 2002..
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Table 7: Ethnicity Shares

Census 2000 Data
Percent

Census 2000 Percent African- Percent Percent  Percent

Geographic Entity Population Anglo American Rank Hispanic  Asian Other
, _ _— e T E—— e —— T i

Atlanta 416,474 31.3% 61.0% 4 4.5% 1.9% 1.3%
Austin 656,562 52.9% 9.8% 22 30.5% 4.7% 2.0%
Baltimore 651,154 31.0% 64.0% 2 1.7% 1.5% 1.8%
Charlotte 540,828 55.1% 32.5% 7 7.4% 34% 1.7%
Columbus 711,470 66.9% 24.3% 14 2.5% 3.5% 2.9%
Corpus Christi 277,454 38.5% 45% 29 54.3% 1.2% 1.5%
Dallas 1,188,580 34.6% 25.6% 11 35.6% 2.7% 1.5%
Denver 554,636 51.9% 10.8% 20 31.7% 2.8% 2.8%
Detroit 951,270 10.5% 81.2% 1 5.0% 1.0% 2.4%
El Paso 563,662 18.3% 28% 31 76.6% 1.1% 1.1%
Fort Worth 534,694 45.8% 20.0% i5 29.8% 2.6% 1.7%
Houston 1,953,631 30.8% 25.0% 13 37.4% 5.3% 1.5%
Indianapolis 791,926 67.5% 254% 12 3.9% 1.4% 1.8%
Jacksonville 735,617 62.2% 28.7% 8 4.2% 2.8% 2.1%
Las Vegas 478,434 58.0% 10.1% 21 23.6% 51% 3.1%
Memphis 650,100 33.3% 61.2% 3 3.0% 1.5% 1.1%
Milwaukee 596,974 45.4% 36.9% 6 12.0% 2.9% 2.7%
Minneapolis 382,618 62.5% 17.8% 16 7.6% 6.2% 6.0%
Nashville 569,891 64.0% 26.7% 10 4.7% 2.4% 2.2%
Phoenix 1,321,045 55.8% 48% 28 34.1% 2.0% 3.3%
Portland 529,121 75.5% 6.5% 27 6.8% 6.6% 4.6%
Raleigh 276,093 60.3% 27.5% 9 7.0% 3.4% 1.9%
Richmond 197,790 31.7% 56.9% 5 2.6% 1.2% 1.7%
Sacramento 407,018 40.5% 15.0% 17 21.6% 17.3% 5.6%
San Antonio 1,144,646 31.8% 6.5% 26 58.7% 1.6% 1.4%
San Diego 1,223,400 49.4% 76% 24 25.4% 13.9% 3.7%
San Francisco 776,733 43.6% 76% 25 141% 31.1% 3.6%
San Jose 894,943 36.0% 33% 30 302% 27.0% 3.5%
Seattle 563,374 67.9% 83% 23 5.3% 13.5% 5.0%
Texas 20,851,820 52.4% 11.3% 19 32.0% 2. 7% 1.6%
United States 281,421,906 69.1% 12.1% 18 12.5% 3.6% 2.7%

SOURCE: US Census Bureau, Census 2000, SF1 Data set, Table P4 and Economic Census, 2002..



